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The Religion of M. LUTHER neither 
Catholick nor Proteſtant, Proy'd from 
his own Writings. 


1. LUT HER's Religion not Catholick, in Ejzh 
Inflances. | 


Iuft. -B Egin we firſt with his 1mpious DoQrine con- 
LJ cerning the Z/efjed Trinity, of which he thus 
ſpeaks,7he Drumity is threefold,as the three Perſons are,gyc. 
And from hence the reaſon may well be, why Lather ex- 
punges out of the Lttany this Verſe, Holy Trinity, one 
very God, have mercy on as. And hereupon he 1s not afraid 
to lay, that the word Trmity is but an Human Tnuention, 
and ſounds coldly. And then further adds, that his Soul 
hates the word FHlomon/ion, or Conſubſtantial; for thus he 
writcs, Anima mea dit Homoufion, fy optime exigerunt Ari- 
ant, ne wcem ullam prophanam ty novam regulis fidei [tatui 
liceret. My very Soul hates the word FHomouſion, | or Conſub- 
antial, | and the Arians, not without reaſon, requir'd, that 
it ſhould not be lawful to pat this prophane and new Word 
among the Rules of Faith. Luther s Blaſphemy againſt the 
B. Trinity was ſuch, and ſo odious, that even Znmglinus 
did purpoſely write againſt Zuher about this very point. 
[ So relates Zurng. of th. tom. 2. in reſp. ad confut. Luth. 
fol. 474. Lnth. in Ench. precum ann. 1543. Luth. in 
poſtil. majori Baſilie apud Heruagium m Enarrat. —_— 
Dom. Trim. Contra Ja "obum Latomum, tom. 2. Wittemb. 
latine edit ann.1551. Zaing. tom. 2. inreſpouſ. ad Confeſ}, 
Luth | | 
/:4. 3 Concerning the event of things, Luther holds, 
A-i3 That 
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That afl things come to paſs through a certam Stoical and 
Fatal neceſſity ; for he defending this Hereſie, thus writes, 
Aullius eft in manu, Ox. 1t 1s in no man's power to think 
good or exyl ;, but all things ( as Wicklift 's Article, condenan'd 
a? Coaſtahce” ofd rightly teach ) Ours from abſolute Necef. 
Pity. And again, Fateor articulum gy. 1 do confeſs Wick- 
liff's Article, of all things commg to paſs by Neceſſity, ro 
have been falſly condemm'd m the Conventicle of Conſtance. 
{ 74 afſert. damnat. per Leonem, art.36. Luth. dc ſervo ar- 

bitr10 C. 32.) | 
uſt 3. To the diſhonour of Chri/?'s Paſſion, and alſo 
to the Merit of his Redemprion, he teaches , that Chrilt 
not only ſuffer'd in Body, but hkewiſe his Divinity 
fufter'd too; for thus he writes, Cam credo, quod ſola hu- 
»mana Natura pro me paſſa e/#, Chriſtus vilts, nec magni pra- 
#11 ſa.vator eſt, fyc. 1f { believe, that only the Fluman Na- 
ture of Chriſt ſuffer d for me, then 1s Chriſt a Savionr but of 
a baſe and ſmall worth ; and himſelf needeth a Saviour, And 
uther {peaking of this point in another Þ nas thus re- 
prehends the Zuinghans; The Zuinglians did contend againſt 
me moit pertimaciouſly, that the Divinity of Chriſt could not 
{uffer. A Dottrine fo Blaſphemous, as that it was refuted 

not only by the Zaznglians in Lather's days, but even b 

 Beza too. | Luth. in Conf. Majore m Cana Oomim. Vidd 
1n Concil. part. 2. Ep. Theol. c.epift. 60. FN 
Tuft. 4. Concerning the Admmiſtration of the Word and 
Sacraments, Luther teaches, that all men ( and women alſs ) 
have authority and power to adminiſter. Theſe are his own 
words, The firſt Office of a Prieſt rs to preach the Word, &c. 
But this 1s common to all : Next, to baptize > and this alſo 
. all may do, even women, &c. {he third Offece 1s to Confe- 
erate read and Wine : But this aiſo 15 common ts adl, 19 
ffs than Priefts ; And this 7 avonch by the Authority of Chri/t 
h1mfelf. ſaying, Do this m remembrance of me : Chriſt ſpeak- 
mg to all theu preſent. and to come afterczards. 1f that ther 
which 1s greateſt of all is given maiffcrently to all eMen 
wd Hf omen ( 1 mea; the wad and [Faptiſm,) then that 
Which 


which is lefs ( Þ mean to conſecrate the Supper "7s ally grven 
to them. . Thus Luther. Nay, Luther proceeded lo tar 
herein, that (as Dr. Cove/ witnefles, in his Defence of 
Mr.. Hooker, ar7. 15. Þ. Toi.) he was not atraid to athrm, 
that the Sacraments were effettual, tho admmiſtred by Sata u 
himſelf. -Wuth Dr. Cavel agrees-the Proteſtant Zo/pmian, 
thus writing, Lutherus co uſque. progreditur, &c. Luther 
proceeds jo far herem, that he maitainis the Sacrament to be 
a true Sacrament, etiaml1 a Diabolo conficeretur, rho z were 
to be Conſecrated by the Deuil. | Luth. tom. 2. lib. de Man, 
Eccl. mſtit. fol. 368, 359. de [ib. de abrog. Mifja privata. 
tom. 2. fol. 24.9. ty 1b. de captiuit. Babilon. c. de ordine. Iu 
hiſt. Sacr. par. altera fol. 14. | - 

Tnſt. 5. For abſolute denial of Temporal Magiſtrates 
( an Hereſfie indifterently condemn'd both by Catholicks 
and Proteſtants) we find Zuther thus to write, Among 
Ch11/tians uo man.can, or ought to be a Magiſtrate ; But every 
one 15 to other equally ſubjec?, &yc. And again, As Chriſt 
cannot ſuffer himſelf to be tyed and bound by Laws, &c. Sq 
alſo ought not the Conſcience of a Chriſtian. to ſuffer them. 
[| Luth. de ſecular: poteft. in tom. 6. Germ. Luth. in tom.”.. 
Wittenb. fol. 427. i | | : 

tnft. 6. Concerning Luther's denial of certain Books of 
Scripture. And firlt, the Zp/t/e of St. Fames is call'd by 
Luther, Contentious, [welling. ſirawy, and unworthy an Apo- 
ftolical Spirit. The Book of the Apocalyps is allo rejetted 
by Lather, by the acknowledgment of Su//inger, for which 
he ſays good and learned Men were offended with him. 
{ will add Lauther's contempt of Moſes, and ſome of the 
Apoſtles : againit 2/5/es he thus writes, HHaburt Moyes in- 
fecunda labra,irata,gyc. And again, eMoyſes habuit labia dif- 
fuſa felle Gy ira. Ot St. Peter he ſays, S?. Peter 4d live, 
and teach, extra Verbum De1, contrary to the Word of God. 
# Lath. preefat. in J.uc. eat. 4. Jenenſti:; Tom. 3. Wittenberg. 
in pſal. 45: fol. 4>3. 1n ep. ad Gal.c. 1. tom. 5 Wittents 


ann. 1554 fol. 290. 


« 


L u/t-. 


Inft. 1. Luther alſo taught an Herefie whereby the 
Propagation of Chriſtian Religion 1s much endanger'd ; 
to wit, That 2t was not lawful to wage War againſt the 
Turks ; his words are theſe, Praliari contra T wreas, elt ve- 
prugnare Deo viſitanti myguitates noftras per mos. To wage 
War againſt the Turks, is to reſiſt God viſitmg our ſins by 
them. Ot which Eraſmus thus writes, cHany of the Saxons 
following herem that firſt Boetrime of Luther, deny d to Cz- 
far and X. Ferdinand Aid againſt the Turks, &c. declaring, 
they had rather fight for a Turk not Baptized, than for a 
Turk Baptized. | Luth. m tom. 2. Witt. Inaſſert. dammat. 
per Leonem decimmum aſſert. 34. Jn ep. ad fratres [nferir:s 
Germanis. | | 


Tnft. 8. Concerning Farth and good Works, Luther taught 
an Hereſie diſallow 'd by all learned Proteſtants. He ſays, 
[Tt is impiety to affirm, that Faith without Charity juſtifies 
z07. Nay he adds further, F:des ni/z /ir fine, &c. Except 
Faith be without the leaft good Works, t doth not juſtifie ; 
ay wt 15 wot Faith. And laſtly, the more to debaſe good 
works, he thus ſaith, Forks take therr goodneſs of the 
Worker ; and no Work 1s diſallow d of Cod, unleſs the Au- 
{hor be diſallow'd before. | Luth. upon Gal. Engliſh'd, in; 
c.2. Lnth. tom. 1. prop. 3. Luth. Serm. Engl. 204. Orc. | 
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I. EUT HER's Religion not Proteflant, m Fight 
 Fnſlances. | 


Tuft. 1. E. ever maintain'd the Real Preſence of the 
H Body and Blood of our 1 ord in the Bleſſed 
| Sacrament of the Fucharift, and that to 
the Elements upon Conſecration. And his Followers, 
for their peculiar Detence of this Doctrine, are {h1'd {z- 
therans by Zumg tes, Catumn, the Church of England, gyc. 
who 1mpugn the foreſaid Doctrine. 


Inſt. 2. Luther alſo.detended Prayer to Saints, for-their 
zuterceſſion to God for us. Of which point he thus wri- 
teth; De interceſfione dryorum, gyc. As to the DodFrine 0 
Tnterceſſuon of Samts, 7 hold with the whole Chriſtian Church, 
and it 15 my judgment, that Saints ought to be honour d and 
invocated by us. | Lath. in purg. quorund. Artic. oy im epiſt. 
ad Georg. ſpalat. | 


[uft. 3. He alſo taught the DoEtrine of Evangelical 
Counſels ; to wit, that a man might do_ more than he is 
commanded, as appears out of his Book, De Aſſertionibus, 
Art. 30. 


[uft. 4. The Dottrime of Purgatory he taught ; of which 
ice 7om. 1. Wittenberg. in reſal. de [ndulgentiis, Concl. 15. 
7+ in diſp. Lipfica cum Ecko. And upon this ground he 
is confelled by Urbanus Regins (a Proteſtant) to defend 
Prayer for the Dead. 1n 1. par. operum formula caute: 


{oquend. cap. de Sane? cult. 


Infl. 5. Luther further taught, and approv'd the aſe of 
Images in Churches, as Yeza witneſſes. - | /n reſp. ad art. 
Clog. Mont part..alt. in-prafat. | 


\ 


Inf. 


\ 


ſehves with the ſign of the Croſs, accordmg to the 
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Infl. 6. The indifferency of Communion wider one, or 


both kinds, is allow'd by Zuther, 1n theſe words, Quamvrs 
pulchrum /it &yc. Altho it were very ſeemly to uſe both the 
ſpecies, or . forms, Mm the bleſſed Eucharift : and thy Chrift 
commanded nothmeg herem, as neceſſary, yet it were better 
zo follow peace gc. than to contend about the forms. | Lath, 
zn epiſt. ad, Bohemsos. 
{nſt. 5. Concerning the making of the Sign of the Croſs 
upon our Forcheads, Zohannes Crevelins ( a Lutheran ) thus 
witneſlerth, (Cum 7mus cubirum, frue ſurgimus e leffo, oruce 
05 juxta I-uthert fy alrorum prorum mſtitutionem ſqona- 
ns: When we go to bed, or riſe from thence, w2 [jen our 
; oh. 17 of 
Luther and other prous men, | In his Retutation Ceremonr. 
MHy/e, printed at Magaeb. 1603. p. 118. | And Johar. 
Aaulins ( Luther's Scholar) thus writes of Zauther, Re- 


ſpondet T,uatherus, /remo cructs facto, Deus me tucatur ; L,u- 


ther anſwers, at the making the Sign of the Croſs, God de- 


fend me. | Loc. com. 7. pag. 636. | 


nfl. 8. Finally, to omit divers other points, ( where- 
m Luther never diflented from the Church of Rome, ) 
Luther ever maintain'd, that he Government of the Church 
7s Monarchical, and neither Ariftocratical nor PT : of 
which point Zuther thus writes ; Cum Deus voluerit, &yc. 
Seeing God would have one Catholick Church, throughout the 


whole World, it was neeaful, that one People, imo unum 
aliquem Patrem iſtius uns popult eligt, yea ſome one Fa- 
"ther of this one People ſhould be choſen , ad quem & ſuos 
polteros ſpeCtaret torus orbis, 70 whoſe care, and his Succeſ- 


ſors, the whole world ſhould belong. | [n loc. com. Clafſ. 1. 
3% B1<7 | . 


Thus much to ſhew, that I .aher, after his Revolt from 


the Catholick Church, did ſtill retain many Catholick 
Dactrines, that are denied by modern Proteſtants, and 
conſequently was no rruc Proteſtant. 
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REFLECTIONS in Anſwer to the Vindication of Martin 
Luther's Spirit, Prented at the Theater 32 Oxford. 


T HE Yindiator of Luther's Spirit ſeems to have writ with 
the ſame ſpirit. His firſt Cavil 1s at the Con/raerer's Rule 
of trying the ſpirzts of the Teachers of new DoQtrines, by therr 
fruits. And he 1s wilkng ( p. 2.) te ſtand to this Teſt, and that 
Lather's ſpirit ſhould be try'd by his morals; but yet he ſees 
no neceſſity neither of his ſubmitting to ſuch a Rule(the reaſon 15 


obv1ous, of which more afterwards, ) and therefore he chuſes_ 


rather to appeal to St. Zohn, 1 Ep. 4. 2. every ſpirit that confeſeth 


that Feſus Chriſt is come in the fleſh, is of God. But certainly 


ſuch Confeſſion muſt be fruitful of good Works, or elſe whar 
differs 1t from that of the Devils. But be the ſenfe of this Text 
as the Yindicator would have it, yet Luther gains nothing by 
it : For he that denies that Feſas 1s Conſubſtantial with the 
Father, 7s not of God. But this did Luther, as 1s evident from 
the open of his hatred to that Article of the Chriſtian 
Fath- 

Next, The /7marcator endeavours to clear Luther of the $o- 
{ifidean Doctrine, contrary to {ather's own words cited by the 
Con/iaerer, as allo /uft. 8. in this Paper. 

Thirdly, Concerning Zather's vilifying Vows, Acts of Mor- 
tification, Pennance, ſingle Life, gx. before he makes any de- 
fence he puts the Queſtion, why the Confraerer in giving ſo long 


a liſt of Zuther's Do&trines, {lipt that of 7ndulzences ? For the 


Anſwer of which the indicator 1s referr'd to the Conſtderer's 
Tract of Pennances and Znduſgences, that for ſo many years has 
baffled the moſt Celebrated of the Church of E#nge/and ; and 
therefore may ſafely defy his leſs confiderable Pen. As to the 
Charge againſt Zather concerning Vows, the /7ndicator replies, 
that Zuther was not utterly againſt them. But yet afterwards 
he pleads for the Lawfulneſs of Lazher's breaking his Vows, 
without aſſuring us, that he could not by continuing in his 
Cloylter, and uſing the ordinary means of Prayer and Mortilt- 
cation, have kept them. That Text of Scriprare urg'd by the 
Lindicator, All men recerve not this ſayins, Mat. 9. 1. does not 
prove, that God demcs this Gift to any, or that any eyer faild 


the 


F 
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che attaining of 1t that ſincerely endeavour'd after it: Tho the 
Church of Z#gland Verſion in favour of this looſe opinion ( to 
ſay no worſe of 1t) has in this place corrupted the Original. 
And thereupon the //7naicator ſeems to applaud Luther for re- 
hnquiſhing boy Habit, his Canonical'Prayers, gc. for the ſake of 
Bora, (a Proſtitute Nun, a fit Mother of ſuch a Reformation,) 
as incapable of Marriage as himfelf. « For how could he have 
« the leiſure and the retiredneſs of the Cloylter ( ſays the /m- 
« Zicator ) to perform all thoſe Acts of Devotion, when the 
« Burthen of the Reformation | and Zora | lay upon his ſhoul- 
« ders. Burt 1t I. well remember, the /7narcator's killing Ar- 
gument, that Lezher might break his Vow and Marry, 1s, be- 
cauſe Cofterus ſays, 7 rs leſs /im for Prieſts to Fornicate than to Marry. 
'Therctore for |.a7her to Marry was no ſin. A wiſe Conſequence ' 
Bur ſuppoſe this Quotation out of Cofterus to have its full force ; 
yet 1t he held Fornication a mortal damnable fin, as certainly 
he did, neither Pricfts nor the Yindicator would be any gainers 
by 1t ; for both he that for wicazes, and he that marries after 
Vows, are equally liable to eternal Damnation. But 1t L ather 
could have hivd cont nently, as he ſays he did whilſt a Monk, 
(and nothing appears to ſhew he could not) what can be allegd 
'1n detence of his doubly wicked {acrilegious Marriage ? 

4. To the ObjcQions of Lezher's rejefting the Authority of 
the preient Church, and the denying 1t to c a true Church, 
the Yindicator knows not what to anſwer. However, to blind 
the matter, ſomething muſt be ſaid, and therefore the Church 
which T.«ther contemn'd mult be the Conrt of Rome. But then 
1) the Queſtion, which himſelf puts, concerning the Y:/tbthty of 
the Church for many Ages, even according to Lather's Note of 
it, 773, 7he tiue and fmcere preaching of the Word, he gives you! 
no other Anſwer than what might be expcacd fiom an ordinary 
Rinker ; T ha? mall that dark mianight of Popery ( Midday 15 dark- 
n.'- r0 1ome ſort of Creatures ) Which filled the Earth for ſo many 
Azcs.there were /till ſome Glean.s of | ight, ſome Witneſſes that aroſe 
79 ere 7 eſtimony to the Truth, to protelt againſt Tnnccalions : But 
 wherher thoſe Gleams, thoſe Witneſles, were Lat/crans, or Cal- 

11211/ts, or Zumeglians, or Craumerians, or Paikerians, he knows 
not. They fzem to me to have been an inviſible peoplc, and 
(hike the Spaniſh Black-Bulls 1g Ontes's Plot) to have liv under 
ground ; or at 1£:{; the ſaying there were ſuch people, may ſerve 
t 03> 
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or a time to*beguile the unwary, and to keep on foot and carry 
on the holy Cheat. But inltead of a proof that they were in- 


deed the Viſible Church of Chriſt, he refers us to a telty ſaying 


of Scahzger's, that has nothing of Truth in it. 

But the /7marcatyr ſeems much offended, that Luther ſhould 
be charg'd with denying the Validity of the former Clergy's 
Ordination : Yet he does not refle&t, that I zuzher argued no true 
Conſlecration of the Euchariit from the defte& of Ordination 23 
being convinc'd of it by the Devils argument. And as for the 
Flourtſh he « "06mg of, 'tis his own, not Lazher's. Nor doth Ln- 
ther's proceeding in the Work of the Miniltry prove, that he 
own'd his Miſhon from the preceding Church ; but rather that 
he look'd upon himſelf to have had an extraordinary Miſſion, 
or otherwiſe what Authority could he pretend ( and certainly 
{o great an Apoſtle would do nothing without juſt Authority } 
to Ordain and Commiſſion others ? Of which in 1ts proper place. 
To Luther's calling the Pope Anzichri/t, Biſhops his Apoſtles, 
and Univerſities his Lapanarma ; the Vindicator ſeems to ſub- 
ſcribe, and applaud him 1n 1t ; and I doubt not but he would con- 
tribute his Faggot towards the as. of him in effigie. But 
yer this 1s an Error c—_— by learned Proteſtants, FHammcnd, 
T hornayke, Grotins, and others ; and has been preach'd againſf 


1n this Univerſity by much learneder men than the Yindrcator. 
Here I mult beg leave to digreſs with* the Y7ndicator, to two 

grols miſtakes of his, p.27. whereby he thinks he has given the 

Church of Rome a terrible blow. The firſt 1s, That to give an 


inferior fort of Cult or ReſpeCt to the Elements, is to worſhip 
them with Divine Worſhip ; which 1s falſe ex terminzs, unleſs 
it be true, that an zuferior worſhip 1s the ſupreme. The ſecond 


miſtake 1s, That for a Prieſt to operate the preſence of the Body 


and Blood of Chriſt (which Church-of-Zxgland Miniſters pre- 


tend to do after their faſhion ) 1s neither more nor leſs than to. 


11ake God. So then to operate the preſence of a thing 1s to make the 
thine. To operate, e. g. 1n Baptiſm zhe preſence of the Holy Ghjt 


is to make the Holy GhofF. And ſoalfo to occaſion the preſence of 


the YVindicator of Luther 1n the Divinity or Logick School, would 
make him a Vindicator of T.uther ; which is utterly 1mpollible. 
5. To Luther's rejecting Councils, the Yinarator writes Pro 
and con; I. That he did fo; when (1n his roar Judgment) 
a 


they went contrary to Scriptures; and ſo ( ſays he ) do all the 
& 2 | Re- 
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Reformed; he might have added, and all Hereticksan the world; 
all of them preferring their prevate znterpretation of Scripture to 
that of the Church: Bur ſecondly, Zuther did not 1o, becauſe 
he never reſusd (if we may believe his Defender } 7o be conclu- 
ded by the Authority of a Council legally ſummon'd. The noiſe 
of his Adverſaries (ſays. the /matcator ) who were perpetually 
crying Councils and Canons, when they had nothing elle to 
ſay for their Cauſe (and was not that enough ? ) might perhaps 
force out an expreſlion or two from him, g:. He had fire 1n his 
temper, and a German. bluntneſs, and upon theſe provocations 
might poſſibly ſtrain a phraſe with too great freedom. And 
what was the innocent freedom this Reformer took ? It was only 
to aſperſe the molt ſacred and famous Councils that ever were, 
the Apoſtolical at Jeruſalem, and the firſt Nrcene, (ſubmitted to 
by Prete/ſtants themſelves). Arguing from. the Injunaion of 
the hrit, to ab/iam from Blood and things ſtranzled ( which was 
only Temporary ) that it 1s lawful not to obey the Decrees of 
Councils. And ſaying of the ſecond, That 1ts Canons were 
Hay, Straw, Wood, Stubble ; and particularly concerning the 
Third Canon of that Council, prohibitng the Clergy to have 
with them in their Houſe any Women unleſs ther Mother, 
Siſter, Grandmother, or Aunt, 7hat he did not underſtand the 
Holy Ghoſt in this Council. What? Has the Holy Ghoſt nothing 
to Wd but to bind and burden. its Minifters with wmpoſſible, dange- 
ious, and aneceſ/ary Laws ? And, laſtly, he afhrm'd, 7 hat rhe 
Chriftian Doftrime receiv'd more Light from the Children's Cate- 
[22 than all the Conncils. This one Text, beware of falle 
Prophets, «Mat. 17. 15. (ſays ſwaggering Lnther ) may ſuftice 
avain{t the Authorities of all the Popes, Fathers, Councils, and 
Sehoolmen, who attribute to Biſhops and Miniſters the ſole 
power of Judging and Deciding Controverligs. In the very 
Council of Ae, the belt that ever was before or ſince, even then 
2cgan they to make Laws and claim that power.--W herefore ſince 
inch an Error, and ſo great Sacrilege, has been able to prevail ſo 
wng, 7 wilt ( and Command ) once for all, that thoſe Sophifters hold 
*fetr Prating, &xc. And 1s all this in a Reformer nothing elſe but 

fframmsg a phraſe ; and ſo great a wickedneſs in. him no in ? 

6. The Arraignment of Luther for ſpeaking contemptuouſly 
of the Fathers, the /maircator ſays 1s a rank Calumny. Burt 1s 
un a Calumny to ſay he ſpeaks contemptuoully of the Fathers, 
| who 


[ 13 | 
who was not afrafd to aſſert, In the Writings of every one of 
the Fathers how great Errors are there? how oft do they con 
traditt themſelves? who 1s there of them that does not very 


many times wrelſt the oy a” Is not that a Contempt of 


the Fathers, to call the 7homrfts. Blockheads, for proving the 
Sacrifice of the Maſs by a multitude of the Fathers, and ancient 
Cuſtom? And to averr, That if there be nothing to be reply'd in 
anſwer to the Fathers, better however to deny all the Fathers 


than grant the Mats to be a Sacrifice? W hat La7her droils upoul the 


Fathers in hisTable-talk will not paſs with the Ymndicator to have 


been 1n carneſt, becaule (I ſuppoſe ) he thinks it was 1n his Cups. 


But it 1s ſtrange, that his ſerious preferring «Melanfhon before 
all the Fathers, ſhould by the Y7nacator be call'd not an affront 
or contempt againſt the Fathers, but a complement to «Melan- 
hin? And yet fome of the Church of Zng/and, that think them- 
{elves Learned, have been heard to ſay, That they do not ſee 
why Dr. 7 iMotſon, Dr. Stilling fleet, Dr. Teniſon, Dr. Sherlock , &yc. 
may not paſs tor Fathers ot as good Authority 10 the Church, 
as St. Ambroſe, St. Auttin, (fc. 


7. To the Proof of Lather's ſetting up his own. Authority ; 


againf{t the Church, and maintaining his own Doctrines as in- 
talli|ble, nothing 1s anfwer'd. The inſtance which the Confiderer 
gives, 1s the Doctrine of ConſubFantiation, wherein Luther pre- 
tends Certainty and Revelation in God's Word. Could any man 
hnue er faded me (favs Luther Epiit. ad Argent.) there was 
wothing but Bread and Wine in the Sacrament, he had much ob- 
lie'd me. For being in great perplexity, { took great pains im Diſc 
c uſſing the point ; 1 endeavaur'd with all my might ts extricate 
aud free my ſelf, as well perceruing 7 ſhould thereby very much 
mcommode the Papacy. But 1 ſee 1 am caught, there 1s no way 
of eſcaping left me: For the words of the Evangeliiis | This 


1s my Body, &c.| are too plain ,and clear to be forc'd to any 
other meaning. It 1s evident, that in this Doctrine Le47her was 


neither Catholick, nor Church of England Protesgtant. But yet 


lo much a Carholick he was, as to hold the rea/ preſence of the 


Pody and Blhod of onr 1.91d m the Sacrament. Being forc'd to 


it (as himſclt Confelles) by the words ot Scripture. But how * 


: . . IT 7 4 
one that holds a DoErine ſo contradifory to the ſenſe and rea- 
{on of a Church of Z»g/and man, ſhould, deſerve the extravagant 
Encomimums of the Linaicater, bl Cannot underſtand. 
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8. To Luther's altering the publick Liturgy, and reforming 
the Service of the «Maſs, the Vindicator replies in great fury, 
that the Con/tverer has miſtaken ZZoſpimian. But yet he ſaves mc 
the labour of examining the Quotation, and rectifying the Folio, 
by his yeilding the cauſe. For he confeſles, that Leather was de- 
puted to throw out all that Part of the Service of the «Maſs 
that made the Sacrament a Sacrifice. And what 1s throw- 
ing out, but Altering and Reforming the Service of the 
Mak? But then he fays, La:her did not impoſe his Form 
as obligatory. Not as obligatory , /: guid melins ills revelatum 
faerit, 1t any new Revelation could ſupply them with a better. 
But can any one ſay, he did not imbols it as obhigatory, before 
and inſtead of the ancient Form of the Church ? Or otherwiſe 
what ſignified his writing a Book for the aboJiſhing the molt 
ancient and venerable Service of the «Maſs? 

To Lather's taking upon him the Authority of Ordaining Bt- 
ſhops and Miniiters, the Y7narcator admits the fat; but 1ays, 
it was done not out of chozce, but necefhty. A worthy Anſwer ! 
What necellity was there? Were there no Biſhops 1n Germany 
at that time? Or does 1t any where appear, that ever the Church 
allow'd of any ſuch neceſſity? Yes, the /maicator preſents us 
with a well known paſlage of St. AuSiin, /n Alexandria oy per 
totum gfEgyprum, S1 acfut Epiſcopus conſecrat Presbyter. This 
paſlage 1s well known not to be St. AuS7m's, but the words of 
another Author, ( ſee St. 4u/tin's Works, Qu. de utrogue Teſt. 101.) 
Nor does the word Confecrat ligniftie Ordaining : The Presbyter- 
in Aypr, or any other place, being never pernutted to Ordain 
upon any pretence whatſoever. But Conſecrazt here may fign1- 
fie the ſame with Con/tznat ; and by this 1s meant Confecration 
of Chriſm, which tho proper to a Y/hop, yet, it ſeems, in A 
2ypt was done by Presbyters in the Biſhop's abſence. But it was 
not for the /7znatcator's purpole to give the true ſence of this 
paſſage : For 1t the Presbyterian Ordination fails, where wil 
the Church of England find Retuge, when her own Ordination 
{hall be call'd in Queſtion ? 

10. To Zuther's ſentencing the Canon-Law, conſiſting of the 
Decrees of Councils and Popes, to the Fire, and Burning them 
in a ſolemn Aſſembly of the Univerſity of //7rtenbers, the Yn- 
aicator owns the fa&t to be true. But he denies that 1t was done 


upon Zuther's own Authority : For he had a Commuſhon as 4 
Preacher 


(15 } 
Preacher of God's Word; and he had taken an Oath at his going 
out Doctor, to confound as much as in him lay all PErNICIOUS 
DoEtrines. A very ſolid Defence! Zather it ſeems did pals. 
ſentence upon the Decrees of Councils, gc. for the adiag 
Doctrines which 1n his own private Judgment he thought per- 
nicious : But he did 1t as a Preacher of God's Word, and a Doctor, 
not as the Arch-Reformer «Martin Zuther, But the Pindicator 
di{truſting this Argument, ſays, Zather had other motives. And 
what were thoſe ? His Books had been ſolemnly burnt at Rome 
as Heretical : His own people were ſtartled at it ; ſo that he was 
lore't boldly to make Reprifals, to buoy up his Followers cou- 
rage. A fair Conceſſion. The Church Cenſur'd Lwther's Books 
as Heretical, Lather returns the Cenſure upon the Church, and 
Condemns her Decrees as pernicious. And yet this in a Refor- 
mer was no Uſurping an Authority, but only declaring his Opi- 
non as the 3 did at the Oxon Decree againit Bellarmin, 
and other Zeſurts, without knowing or being able to ſhew, that 
thoſe Writers held any ſuch pernicious Tenets. 

Ii. To Lather's pronouncing Anathema's, and Excommunica- 
ting the Reform'd that diſſented from him, the Yindicator re- 
plies in a Queſtion, F 7here no arfference between a Judicial Ana- 
thema, and a Wiſh of Execration ! So that I «ther might Curſe, 
but not Anathematize his Difſenting Brethren. 'The «Monks, 
favs he, writ upon their SS. Anathema to all that ſhould vio- 
late them. I ſuppoſe he means by ASS. the Regiſters of Foun- 
ders Statutes, and Donations belonging to Monaſteries : The 
weight and ctte&ts of which Curſes ( it we may believe Reform'd 
Writers themſelves) are both felt and dreaded to this very day. 
But the /7ndicaror after three or four unhandſom Sarcaſms, pre- 
rends to prove his point from the Confiderer's own words, | Lzher 
requird not Contirmiee to his Doctrines out of any Authority 
he claim'd to impoſe them, which Authority he renounct; | 
Here the Findicator leaves off in the middle of a ſentence very 
politickly, and like a Reform'd Controvertiſt, leſt the other end 
ſhould ſting him. The ſentence goes on | but yet ( which 1s. 
ſomewhat more} he required a Contormity to his DoEtrines from 
2 Certainty of Divine Truth which he pretended to be in them | 
And ſo the Obedience he refus'd as a Magiſtrate, he claimd as 
an Oracle; and would have his own pretended AÞr/tolcal cer- 
tainty of Dvftrine ſet up inſtead of the Church's Authority ; wo 
| thoſe 
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thoſe that would not ſubmit, muſt expe& his Apo/kolica] Cer 
ſures ; notwithſtanding 1t was eaſte for Difſenters to produce 
more reaſons for leaving him, than he could for leaving the 
Church. | 

Yet this Certarnty of DotFrine the Pindicatcr calls Proteſtant 

ertainty, and 1s much 1n love with it, and wonders the Conft- 
gerer ſhould not underſtand 1t ; I gueſs he means, when one of 
ſo narrow a capacity as himſelf fully comprehends it. * But I 
dare challenge him and all his Party, to ſhew me which of the 
Proteſtant Churches 1s the true, wherein this pretended Cer- 
tainty of DoErine may be found. A little after, the Yindica- 
for compares Lather's Condemning his Brethren the Sacramen- 

tarians, and their returning the Cenſure ( notwithſtanding the 

great difference between them 1n the point of the Rea/ Preſence ) 
. to the feud of Zerom and Ruffius, of Epiphanius and Chryſoſtom, 
of Yiftor and the Creek Biſhops, of Pau! and Barnabas, The 
very recital of this abſurd paſlage 1s a ſufficient Refle&ion. 

12. Lather's Evil-ſpeaking ( ſo 11] becoming an Apoltle ) the. 
Findicator does not $0199 5, Þ to defend ; but confefles 1t to be 
ſuch as neither Friends nor Enemies coulg approve. However 
he would have Lather's way of Writing to be the Humour of 

"the Age. But why ſhould then the 7 z2ur77e Divines blame his. 
Confe/ſoo Parva? That it was full-fraught with Nick-names, as 
Devil, gy. and other Unchriſtian terms of Reproach ; ſo cramm'd 
wath lewd, naſty, ribaldry ſtuff ; ſo full of anger, malictouſneſs, 
fury, and madneſs, that none ( that were not as mad as Luther 
himielt) could read 1t without aſtoniſhment at ſo unfortunate 
and unheard-of an Example, &c. And another Zuinglhan ſaid, 
That God for Lnther's pride had taken from him the good Spi- 
rit, and given him a Lying one 1n 1t's ſtead. And does not the 
whole current of Writers ot his own time, 1n a manner, fay the 
{ame thing? For a Gentleman to write a fcurrilous Satyr (even 
upon an Heretick ) may be a great fault; but for an Apoſtle ro 
be an Evil-ſpeaker, a Blaſphemer of Kings, of the whole Catho- 
lick Church, and of God Almighty himiclf, 1s certainly an un- 
pardonable Crime. 

The Con/tderer obſerves of Cain { another principal Reformer) 
that he was of the ſame Spirit with Martin Luther, and gave as 
jl Language where he ow'd fubmiſſion and obedience. This the 
771narcator calls ſtepping out of the way, and thinks himſelf not 


 oblig'd 


[nm] 


| oblig'd to take "notice of it, becauſe perhaps leſs able to defend 
. him than Zather.. In the ſame page the Ymnicaror takes up the 


Con/tderer, for ſaying St. Peter's Example not DoArine was falle ; 
and will have St. Pefrer's Dorine to have been falſe; and he 
glves you this reaſon for it, Zymas withiltood Paul, Alexander 
withitood Paul, and they err'd in DofQtrine, therefore St. Peter 
Err'd in Dotrine. Why 1o? becauſe Paxl withſtood him, and it is 
highly probable-that he withſtood Pas/ again, and ſo became an 
£tymas. Good God '! that ſuch a blaf Gem Argumentation 
ſhould be Licens'd in a Chriſtian Univerſity. But T ccafe my won- 
der, when I hear that lately a whole Sermon was Preach'd be- 
fore the Univerſity againſt this great Apoſtle, and paſs'd Uncen- 


___ turd. 


T3. Proceed we next to Lather's' famous Diſputation with the 
Devil. Luther confeſſes it. The Y/indicator will have it to have 
been either a Dream or a ſtrong Temptation. But which ſhould 
know beſt, Zather or the Yindicator ? Mr. Walſmgham, in King 
James's time, was Convinc'd by it. He went to the King, as Head 
of the Church, to be ſatisfied : The King ſent him ta the Arch- 
Biſhop of Canterbury, and he turn'd him over to his Chaplain 
Dr. Covel for ſatis}aQtion, who had nothing to Reply, but whar 
Confirm'd this Gentleman 1n the belief of this ſtory of Zuther 
Le of the Devil's being the Author of the Reformation ]. 
1s Book call'd Hts Search, then Baffld the whole Church of 
England and remains unanſwer'd to this _ day. This Argument 
likewiſe convinc'd the Ingenious Mr.:Ch:Zmgworth ; and his Re- 
ply to it after his Lapſe, ſays only, That for ought he knew 1t 
might be a Melancholy Dream, ( and it might not). No force 
at all of an Argument 1n this ; as indeed in none of his Replies to 
his own Motives. Which-made the Learned Proteſtants 1ay, That 
Chillworth had better: have ſleighted and. contemn'd+his Mo- 
uves, than to have return'd ſuch weak Anſwers to them as were 
not able to bring bis own Ode Mother back-again to the Church of 
England. To return to the Yinartator: Afterwards he ſeems to 
own the Diſputation, and endeavours to vindicate the Devil's 
Arguments, as betng the ſame that are-now: uſed by the &efor: 
ers: '' The Devil's felt Argument; That we trhe Cherch ( of which 


 Laither then profeſs'd himfelf a-Member') there was wo true Faith, 


ov knowlede of Chrift, no true Prieſthood ; the Y indicator palles by, 
as knowing that the Learned Proteſtants have left the Devil an 


this point, and for him to appear on his ſide alone, would "_ 
C T1Ql- 
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T7:diculous to his own Party. The Deyils ſecond*Argument wags 
That according to Chriſt's [n/litation the PreeKt ought no? to Celebrate 
the Bleſſed Sacrament alone, as | #iher had done for many years ; 
The Confrderer's Anſwer is lolid, and: nat. touch'd by the 7nd:- 
cator. Luther might have anſ{wer'd, That his 659d Hs it alone 
was not his fault : Nor yet the fault of others, who were no 
way engag'd to Receive 1t with him: fo often as he Offer'd it. Bur 
this did not hinder, that he. might. not partake himſelf, when 
others did not. Now: was he oblig'd by any Precept of our Lord, 
to forbear exther Partaking or Offering, tho there were none to 
Communicate with him. And as for the ſenfe of thoſe Texts of 
Scripture urg'd by Satan'( and now by his indicator ) he was 
to adhere, not to Satan's, or his Own, but the Church's Judg- 
ment thereon. | And! the: Chureh' always judg'd (as is manatelf 
from her: practice ): that the Conſecrator might partake gloge 
when no others preſented themſelves. The Devil goes on to 
obje, That Zarher ( in his publick «HF ) did not, give the Sa- 
erament entire ( becauſe not.1n both kinds ) to the People. The 
Eonſeaerer rephes, 'Fhat Laher might; have anſwer'd the Devil, 
as the Church dotb-her: Adverſartes, 'Fhat there 15. no Precept of 
our Lord's. commanding/'a neceflary. receiving in both kinds. 
Netther modern nor ancient Church 10 interpreting the words 
of Inſtitution ; the ancient Church frequently giving the. Ze. 
ehari/t to. Sick, and ta :Abſents from the. publick Service, only 78 
one kind; holding: thatthe Qftended herem againit.no,.Command 
_ of our Lord. 'Þa tis the. Xmrarcater anfyvers, That the Bifhop 
of cMHeanx on this fubject ſays' the. clear gontrary. . But then he 
mult ſay 1t contrary'tor the Fathers ( St. Diqny/eus 1n the ſecond 
Age, Fccl. Hier. 0. ult: poet finem. Tertul.l. ad Uxor. St. Cope” 
Serm. de Lap/is-n. to..1m:the third' Age. St. Ambr. Qrat. dg abitu 
Saryr. &» :Aufi-in thefFourth Ape: , Inthe filth; St. Aud7;m bradv. 
« Julian Pelag.: £..46 prope (firierw:, Or Torts: £5ps 106. Pot niedtum.) 
" Teft therefore the: Frmmdicator Shanld feem-ta:have 1aid nothing, 
he advances a-ſtale Qbjeion, many times usg'd, and as. often. 
an{wer'd. Tihould perhaps have paſs'd 14 by, had it ngt been 
lately vegorouſly! prefsid-by ;fome,; of: the) Qxfan. Divings,to 2 
ſerious Gentleman" for the\ Confirming him-'1n, the, Church,of 
£928/and: Tix; Objetton'. pretepds.,:aha4y Communion up, ane 
trnd'was Decreed- inal Council wiath-a-. aw: 'ob/tarnte to the, Cy- 
tom of the Primitive Churth. . The: Decree of the .Councih as 
£: | Ty t9 
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to this point, Defines, T'bat- altho Chrift Inflituted this venera- 
ble Sacrament, and adminiſtred to his Diſciples 1n both the ſpc- 
cies of Bread and Wine, and that after Supper, ramen hoc non cb- 


ſtante, yet notwithitan ng {uch Inſtitution, and adminiſtring in 


both kinds, and that after Supper, yet the Church hath and doth 
Obſerve and Command, That this Sacrament may not be Cele- 
brated after Supper, nor be.receiv'd by any that are not faſting, 
unleſs in ſuch caſes of Neceſlity allow'd of by the Church. And 
in like manner, That altho in the Primitive Church this Sacra- 
ment was recetv'd þy the Faithfu] under both Kinds, yet for the 
avoiding ſome Hazards and:Scandals, this ('the preſent ) Cuſtom 
was upon good reaſon introduc'd, 'of Confecrating under both 
kinds, and the Laities Communicating under the ſpeczes of Bread 


- only; it being firmly to be believ'd, and no way to be doubted, 


but that the whole Body and Blood of Chriſt 1s truly contain'd 
under either fpeczes, as well that of Bread as that of Wine. 
All ſides grant, that our Saviour Inſtiturced in both kinds, and 
that he did it after. Supper; but where does 1t appear, that he 
commanded all ſhould receive m both kinds, and that they 
ſhould receive after Supper? And yet if he in his words of In- 
{ſtitution commanded the one, .healſo commanded the other ; for 
both are equally contain'd in thoſe words. And if the Church 
can Interpret and Command (as alſo the Church of Ze land 
does) that people ſhould communicate faſting, why may ſhe not 
alſo Interpret and Command, that people ſhall receive in one 
kind only? Thus much of this fraud. But is it not a ſhame, 
that ſuch falſfities ſhould be Authoriz'd by an Univerſity that was 
Founded for the defence of: Truth, and the 1acreaſe 'of God Al- 
mighty's Church ; and not for delnding of unwary Souls. 

'The Devil's next Objeftion againſt Lazher's being a Prieſt is, 
That the Mind and Inſtitution of Chriſt was, That other Chri- 
{tans alſo ſhould communicate 1n this Sacrament ; but Ly- 
ther was Ordain'd not to give the. Sacrament to. others , but 
to Offer Sacrifice. The'Coxfugerer replies, That: according to 
this argument, neither would the Prieſt have Authority to give 
the Sacrament to himfelf. And beſides, that Sacrificare in the 
Church's ſenſe, takes 1n alfo the diſtributing part. Here the 
Findicator pretends, that 1t 1s not the Church's ſenſe; and he 
takes his argument from the Catechiſm of the Council of Trent 
( Cap. de Euch. F. 75.) There ( ſays he) the Eucharilt 1s ſaid _ 
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Le Inſtituted upon a double account; the one, that it might be 
a ſpiritual Food for our Souls ; the other, that it might be a 


- Sacrifice for our Sins. From whence he infers, that certainly 


the Miniſtring the Euchariſt to the people belongs to it as it 1s. 
the Food of our Souls; and therefore as a Sacrament, not as a 
Sacrifice. The Church in this place holds, that it is Miniftred 
to the people as a Sacrament, but does ſhe not alſo hoJd, that it 
15 Offer'd to God Almighty as a Sacrifice firſt, and afterwards. 
ditributed as a Sacrament? And does not the word Sacrrficare 


| 1tclude both ? * The Yrndicator would have bafl'd himſelf, if 


he had but put down the remainder of the Paragraph ; which 
expreſly explicates the Euchariſt's being both a Saciifice and a 
Sacrament, by its Figure and Type the Paſchal Lamb, that be- 
ing firſt Offer'd by the Children of 7ſrael as a Sacrifice, and then 
Eaten as a Sacrament. But for a fuller account of the Church's 
ſenſe, the Yinatcator 1s referr'd to her Decrees, where he wall 
find, that Prieſts have power given them of Conſecrating, Ofter- 
10g, and Diſtributing the Body and Rlood of Chriſt, as alſo to- 
Remir and Retain Sins, to Bleſs, Govern, Preach, Baptize, gr. 


| And 1s not all this.more than to Offer Sacrifice? In this point 


the Devwl and the Yimdicator are. at odds. The Dev] urges the 
nullity of Lzzher's Orders, upon the account of his being a Sa- 
erificing Prieſt. The Yindicator diſtinguiſhes upon him, That tho. 
the Form (of making him a Sacrrficmmg Prieft ) ſhould be a little 
defective, yet where the Church Intends to convey Orders, there 
they are actually convey'd and his being made a Sacrificing Prieft 
did not prejudice I #ther's Orders at all. Thar 15s to. ſay, he 
nnght be a Sacrificrme Prieſt, and a not-Sacrificing Prieft, by the 
ſ:me Form. Had he. alſo, by the ſame Form, a new Authority. 
given him of beginning a new Ordination, that ſhould be oppo- 
jite to that of the whole preceding Church ? Theſe are the 

b ohe Findicator expoſes himſelf and: 
his Party to. defie: the-Church of God. 

The Devil proceeds to. another Objeftion- againſt La#her s 
Orders, His uſing the Maſs as a Sacrifice Propitiatory for Sins, 
contrary to Chriſt's Inſtttutzon. The Yrndicator cloſes with. 
him, and waving the:word Carory, puts the Queſhon, Whe- 
ther it be-truly a Sacrifice? In: which he might have. ſatished. 
himſelf ont of any of the: Catholick Writers, who. would have 
wld: him, that the Maſs is +true, proper; unbloody Foqpitiarary 
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Sacrifice for Sigs 3 and that according to Chriſt's Inſtitution, who 
at his laſt Supper gave his Body for his Diſciples, Offering it 
up firſt to God 
ment: This is my Boay which 1s given ( 10 God) for you. And the 
ancient Fathers are full of Teſtimonies to this purpoſe. See Be/.. 
The Y indicator ſeems not to have read the Fathers, and therefore 


1s advis'd to conſult them before he Replies, and take great care 
how he denies the Daily Sacrifice of the Chureh,. and the Chri- 


as 2 Sacrifice, before he gave it to them as a Sacra- 


ſtians only Propitzatory Sacrifice for Sins. 
13. The /maiceter takes no further notice of Lather'sn Con- 


ference : But 1s very angry, that the Confaderer ſhould meddle 
with his Friend Zumg/ins, another prooey Reformer ; and that 
ad a Viſit from an Evil Sp- 


he ſhould fay of him, that he alfo 


rit, that help'd him to an Interpretation of Hoc eft Corpus meum, 


for the eſtabliſhing his Firtual Preſence ; and that Zumeg/ius con- 


feſs'd 1t, with this afſeveration, vera narro adeogue vera, oc. What 
{ tell you 1s true, way fo. true, tho 7 would have conceal'd it, yet 


Conſcience forcd me to utter what the Lord would have me 


impart, notwithſtanding the many Scoffs and Feers to which T know. 


<1 fs expoſe my ſe!f thereby, gx. And Jaltly, that Lzzher ſaid. 
of it, 7 hat it was as clear as the Sun at Noon-day, that the Zuing- 
tian Ferefie was nothing elſe but the Mockery of the Dewl, who 


had ſhamm'd Zumplins with a ſorry but crafty Interpretation. This. 
Apparition to Zumghius. the indicator calls an ordinary Dream,. 


as if he himſelf had had many ſuch. But does he not at the 


fame time deny the Teſtimonies of Zumg/ins and: Luther? And 


be that will give the Lye ta his own Party, even thoſe he pre-. 
tends to Vindicate, what Arguments can be ſufficient to convince: 
kim ! If ſuch a clear Diſcovery af the variety and ſubtilty of Sa-. 
fan's temptations and wiles, as the Conſiderer, confonant to the: 
Word of God, has made, ( which all good men thankfully re-- 
ceive.), is therefore rejeged, becauſe 1t. condemns the principal: 


Reformers out of their own Works and Confeſſions, what wiſe - 


man ( that conſults his- eternal good ) will not rather abominate 
ſuch Reformers than deny the Truth. 


. 14. To the Reſemblance- of Luher's: Change: of Religion in: 


ſeveral particulars with that of © Mahomet's, the Zindtcator re-. 
plies, 'That he was almoſt tempred to return. the kindneſs with 
a Parallel between ſome hudy and Zudas Intimating, thatievery 
one. that leaves the Church of Zrg/and, and becomes = 
«ck, 
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lick, muſt be a Judas. And conſequently, that the Greateſt and 
moſt Excellent Perſon in the Nation mult be fo too, and yet at 
the ſame time remain the Supreme Head of the Church of Zne- 
land. But he not daring to ſpeak out what he meant by ſome - 
beay, chules rather to aſperle Pope Zontrface, as if he had begun 
a new Kingdom 1n the Church about fifteen years before Maho- 
mer. For the proof of which he gives us no Argument, and yet 
he would have us believe 1t; tho at the ſame time Demonſtra- 
tion on our {ide will not convince Proteſtants of I. ather's be- 
ginning a new Kingdom. As to the Book he mentions, cali d 
7 urco-Papiſmus, if he means by 1t, that Roman Catholicks are 
Turks, I ſuppole the Church of Zsz/and vill not bear him out 
in 1t. Unleſs ſuch as lamented the raking of ZYads, and wiſh'd 
leſs proſperous ſucceſs to the Chriſtian Arms. But upon the 
whole matter the Y7aarcator thinks the Parallel childiſh, and 
the Conf/rderer not skill'd in hitting teatures. Lee us ſec then : 
Did nor Lather refemble MaLomer in thoſe particulars urg'd by 
the Confederer? As, 1. In rejecting the Senſe and Expolition of 
Scripture receiv d 1n former times. This Innovator urging, that. 
the Senſe and Meaning of the Scriptures, as the other that the 
Words and Writings thereof, were falſihed. And was 1t not 
\ Leather that ſaid, 7 hat he ſcorn'd to ſubmit himſelf or his Dottrime 
to the Fudement of Biſhops (the Fathers of the Church ), and 
that the World had been loug enough guilty of ſuch a foohſh FHume- 
ity? And did cMahomet ever lay any thing more rebc1lious ? 
2. Did not Lather reſemble Mahomet in the manner of his 
Coming. Neither of them working Miracles, yet pretending to 
: an extraordinary Authority in Reforming the World. Both of 
them deſtitute of the Virtues of the Holy Spirit, temperance, meek- 
neſs, cc. propagating their Principles, the one by his Railin 
Tongue, the other by his Sword. Some of Lz#ther's own Broo 
1aid of him, That he had much of the Evil Sprrit in all his Re- 
proofs, very little of the meek amicable Spirit of God. Kyven his 
Friend MHel/anttbor (aid little lefs, when he wrote to Calvin, T hat 
for twenty years he had expeeted Baniſhment from T.uther, upon 
1he account of ſome difference between them, concernine the Pread- 
*H7r ſhip of forme of Luther's Followers. 23. Did not I uther re- 
ſemble «Mahomet 1n Senfuality, and the indulging his Apperres ; 
pleading much for! the Neceſlity of Marriage ; ſcouting he 
Counicls of PerteQion and of a !trifter Lite, as Cclibacy, Mo- 


naftical 
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naſtical Povetty, Qbedience, &x. Diſpenſing with his own Vows. 
The /indicator s Argument, pag. 23. That Luther might Dif 
pence with his own. Vows without having-recourlſe to the Judg- 
ment of the Church 1s mew Drvenity ; for tho it be truc, that no 
Power in the Church can Diſpenſe where the cauſe is not juſt, 
yet it 1s as true, that the Votary ( v. g. «Marr. Luther ) is incapa- 
ble of judging of the juſtneſs of the cauſe, or taking upott him 
Authority of Diſpenſing in his .own caſe. - And theretore the 
Reaſons that Latheriand his Yinaicator {eens to offer, that his 
Vow was not binding, ought to have been weigh'd in the San- 
cuary, and have paſs'd the Judgment of the Church : His own 
private thinking his Vows null not being ſufticient to make them 
fo, unleſs his pretended extraordinary Miflion could; aHp give 
Him an extraordinary power of Diſpenfation. 'The #7ndicator's 
darling: reaſon of Luther's picking out Hora, for the making the 
| Preſident he was going to ſet the more Conſpicuons, aud the decla- 
ring openly, that the Quarrel between him and Rome was rrecon- 
c:lable, 18 the publiſhing his own and Lazher's thame. And what 
he ſays mores Celibacy (one of our Lord's Gounſels of. PetfeQti- 
on ). that many that niade profeſlion of 1t liv'd wicked lives, may 
as fitly be apply'd againft Matrimony ( one of the Holy Sacra- 
ments ), and Sodom and Gomorreh as eafily there be found ( for I 
do not read that any in thoſe Citzes profeſs'd a ſingle Life ), and. 
et both Ce/ibacy and Matrimony remain Holy Inſtitutions 1n: the 
Church of Chrift for bringing Souls to Heaven. 4. Did not 
Luther reſemble Mahomet 1n kis attempting to degrade the for- 
merly recciv'd Head of the Charch upon Earth, as Mahourmer 
did the Head thereof in Heaven ; pronouncing the Chief Paſtor 
of Chrilt's Flock A»7chri#z, and the Church of God his Spoaſe ; 
applying to him all the Marks of that great falſe Prophet, whoſe 
ſteps L.azher himſelf notorioufly follow'd. The Confaaerer gives 
more Initances of the Parallel : But I remember what the Zn. 


_ dirator an{wers to the Con/aderer 's preliing La#her's PR ferring 


7 urciſin to Chriſtianity, the Alcoran to the Bible, and Mahomet 

to Chri/t, That here his fancy had made a Gyant of a Windmill. 

The Con/tderer had no thought of Windmills, but the /7narca- 

tor 1t {cems had, which made him {lip ( as he phraſes it) from 

_ one Paragraph to another, without auſwering the Arguments. 
df any of them. 

Laſtly, 


Py 
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few Inſtances given in this Pape 
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Laſtly, To the Confiderer's Sentence upon Martin Lather, ac 
ding to our Saviour's Rule, (4y their frumts you ſhall know th, 
That it was eaſfie to diſcern this Perſon («Martin I ut/ 
not to have been poſſeſs'd with the Good, but the Bad Sp, 
the Yndicator ſeems to anſwer, That one that teacheth true 
Erine may be a bad man; and that the Doctrine of the Apo! 
and the Primitive Church 1s ne'r the worſe for ſuch men's Prea 
1ng 1t. But he ſhould have obferv'd, That Luther was no 6; 
nary Preacher, but the Beginner of a new Church ; and the 
fore his Life ſhould have been like that of the ÞoſHes. 
prove that it was ſo, the /znaicator parallels him with St. P, 
P-2.5. 1n wreſtling agamZt Prencipaltties and Powers, gc. there e 
meratng the greateſt oaks of that Apoltles Virtues ; adding, I co 
not forbear ferting down this Panoply of St. Paul, wherew 
Luther compleatly arm'd himſelf in his Spiritual Warfare ; : 
I do not know whether this Deſcription belongs ſo jultly to z 
man as him fince the days of the Apoſtles. And in the Conc 
lion of his Book he is more extravagant in the Praiſe of t 
monſtrous Reformer. Such abfurdittes need no Reflettons. 'T 
1ore largely infiited on 
the Judicious Confazerer, are I thinK Tufficient to ſarishe any 1 
prejudic'd Reader, That I wther was not a St. Paul, or inde 
any Saint, or good Chriſhan ; but on the contrary, a Sacrile 
ous, Jnſ{olent Oppoſer of the Catholick Religion, that under t 
ſhew of Reformation divided the Church of Chriſt. 

If therefore what 1s ſaid in the Confraerations of the Spirit 


Martin Luther be true, the Church of England, 1n her Vine 


cating and Abetting fo notorious a Schiſmarick, in the very 7 
of Separating himſelf from the Whole, True, Viſible, Hierarcl 
cal Church of Chriſt, muſt be Schiſmarical. And that what 
ſaid in the Confrderations, oc. 1s true, evidently appears frc 
the preceding RefleFions; wherein 18 briefly and plainly ſhew 
That the Oxferd indicator has prov d nothing to the contrary 
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